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Attoricy General Ponders Tricky Questien of
Grand Jury Probe of Babby Baker Affairs
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| what could be the mast crilical decision of his career—
A whether to authorize the. convening of

| eriminal -division, has indicyled he will, be ready to pre-

o] such action. But before he can’ proceed, it will be necessary for
:| him—in the highly politics-charged Baker affair=to get the approval

*| 2gainst the one-time influentigl $19,500-a-ycar secretary of the

| itdgr granted that it Miller
| wil} akay it.

| counseliag a “go slow”. policy.
] intense White House interest. :

{'volved in'ihe stormySenate investigation of Baker. Républicani
| made repcated elforts to have Jenkins summoned for direct if-

jor others ciose 14 the President is not known. But this point is
} Department and the White House.

| District of Columbia or the adjoining state of Maryland.

Jproceed against him. .

] gating committee. This .is now slated for some time in May, and
*|is certain to be as furiously. partisan as the probe has been.

{|jority report, and ‘the three- Republicans -will- have  their, oWn;"
[report. The two are certain to differ widely—with the Demograts
{| soft-pedaling, 4nd the Republitans «castigating’ and excoriating;

WASHING TUN—Ally, Gcn. Robert kennedy 1s tacing |

a grand jury to
| consider charges against “*Bobby’’ Bakér. ‘
" Assistant Atty. Goen. Mérbert Millér, head of the

‘ . . 3 1
sent such a case around mid:May.

Justice Department insiders  gredit Miller.\as favoring taking:

of his boss, the attorney genera], - \
is portrayed as having “an opan mind” on initidting legal action .

Shnale Democrats. But Justice’ Department authorities are taking’
_advocates grand jury action, Kennedy
. ’ ] .

- It has long becn an open secret that no love was lost between

R —— )

With ‘no formal recommeniations yet.before him, 'Kennec'ly_h
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the young attorney general and the equally youthful Baker.
However, the backstage word is that Deputy Atty. Gen. Nicholas
| Katzenbach is reputedly “‘dragging his feet.” He is said to be

Behind the scenes, the question also is being raised of possible

R
Walter Jenkins, among'President‘Johnson“s cl'osq'stl assistants
| and until recently an official of the LBJ (radio-TV) Ce., was in-

terrogition; but were'voted down by the Democratic majpr'it‘y;
©~ Whether a grand jury probe of Baker would affect Jenking '

Dbeing avidly discussed by politicos in both parties. E

Privately apprised of the. possible grand jury proceediliga;
they are imently watching what happens - in' both the Justice"

: OTHER PUZZLERS . ]

Involved in the issue of making charges against _B:;ker to a;
special federal grand jury is where that should he done—in the |
The former potent Senate official’s actiyities covered hoth |
jurisdictions, and a decision would. have to be made where to;

Another, potential ‘problem is the report of the Sghate Investi-:

* The six Democratic committeemen_will have a so-called ma-/
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| estimated;it would produce $400 miilion annual revenue. But afters:

I million. Also, of the several hundred or more: thousand professional
only some 10,000 have admitted that' by buying the $50 : |

What effect, if any,

-grand jury investigation is conjettural. They are sure to-have Ioud’
¥political impact.>. PR

forces. o e
One is the Iniernal Revenue.
tax returns. 1 tsiimderstood 1he
‘0. the justice “Department -in 4 few
Miller to “consider them in making his recommendation to the §
attorney .general. T S
.« The other factor is :Sen.
“‘one-man -investjig‘ating‘commiuee,",who'precipitated the Baker
investigation, C . o
- Williams is telling colleagues he has ‘considerably more to-)

Service which is probing Baker's’

A

‘speeches.‘He will also make public correspondence he has had =
with various government agencies on the matter. '
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. BIG FLOP: -

That tax on gamblers Congress voted 12.years ago has hadf\‘;
ne effect on gambling and produced very little revenue, When this'
anti-gambling law was enacted (requiring gamblers to get &'
$50 license and turn over 10 per cent of their profits), the Trtaasuryt“f

12 years,” the Treasury's total “‘take”

‘ ; is $86.9 million—an average':
of approximalely $7 million a year.

That’s a far ery from $400
- gamblers,

stamps and paying- federal betting taxes. Meanwhile, Treasury*
authorities estimate gambling is row a $10 billion “industry” as;

these clashing findings would have on ai!

John Williams, R-Del., the .veteran

say about the Baker case, and will make a series of Senaté,-é'

_—

Also still to be heard from-are twoother™ potentially de’c-i;i\_';'j ]

IRS-expects to submit. its findirigs e
-wecks, in ample time ford

;::smpared to $4 billion when this ineffectual law was adopted in[,
NN L SRR r

right to the doorstep of the White, House, .
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